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Abstract

Various brain functions that are necessary to maintain life activities materialize
through the interaction of countless neurons. Therefore,tiis important to analyze the
structure of functional neuronal network. To elucidate the mechanism of brain func-
tion, many studies are being actively conducted on the struture of functional neuronal
ensemble and hub, including all areas of neuroscience. In diion, recent study sug-
gests that the existence of functional neuronal ensemblesnd hubs contributes to the
e ciency of information processing. For these reasons, thee is a demand for meth-
ods to infer functional neuronal ensembles from neuronal diwvity data, and methods
based on Bayesian inference have been proposed. Howevereth is a problem in mod-
eling the activity in Bayesian inference. The features of eeh neuron's activity have
non-stationarity depending on physiological experiment& conditions. As a result, the
assumption of stationarity in Bayesian inference model imgdes inference, which leads
to destabilization of inference results and degradation ofinference accuracy. In this
study, we extend the range of the variable for expressing th@euronal state, and gener-
alize the likelihood of the model for extended variables. Bycomparing with the previous
study, our model can express the neuronal state in larger sm&. This generalization
without restriction of the binary input enables us to perform soft clustering and apply
the method to non-stationary neuroactivity data. In additi on, for the e ectiveness of
the method, we apply the developed method to multiple synth¢ic uorescence data
generated from the electrical potential data in leaky integated-and- re model.
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1 Introduction

In many organisms, various functions necessary to maintain life agties such as perception,
movement, and emotion are realized through the interaction of catless neurons in multi-
ple regions of brain. Each neuron transmits information by chemicalnd electrical signals
through synaptic and gap junctions. Therefore, from the pergetive of network science,
structure analysis of neuronal network is important for elucidatig the mechanisms of brain
functions. As such, in many elds of neuroscience, various studiese being conducted to
elucidate the structure of neuronal networks from experimentand theoretical viewpoints.
In fact, in the eld of neurophysiology, measurement techniquesalie been developed for the
purpose of simultaneously visualizing the activity of neurons in multiplérain regions. One
of the main methods for macroscopically measuring neuronal actiyiat the level of a single
neuron is calcium imaging, which can measure the activity of a large nber of neurons on
the 10* order at a time[1,2].

The strength of functional connection, which is the target for irdrring network structure,
changes from moment to moment and is non-stationary due to thedtures of neuronal ac-
tivity. Here, functional connections mean virtual connections, hich are determined based
on the synchrony of activities among neurons, as opposed to sttural connections repre-
senting actual synaptic or gap junction. Actual neurons oftendve multiple roles depending
on brain states such as sleep and wakefulness, and structurallyipted neurons are often not
synchronized and have mutually di erent roles in the information preessing in the brain.
For this reason, to elucidate the mechanism of the information pressing, the studies on
the inference of functional connectivity from activity data are manly and intensively con-
ducted. This means that responses to stimuli are di erent due toarious brain states such
as sleep and wakefulness, which are internal states of organisrigwever, in the currently
proposed methods for network structure inference, the funohal connection strength is of-
ten evaluated as time-averaged quantity[3, 4, 5]. In addition, sindbere can be connections
between unobserved and observed neurons in experiments, it isgble that the activity of
unobserved neurons in uences the activity of observed ones. drefore, it is very di cult to
estimate the strength of functional connectivity from unpreproessed activity data.

Functional neuronal ensembles are de ned as groups of neurongh virtual connec-
tions determined by the synchrony of their activities like functionalconnections. In other
words, the activity of neurons belonging to the same functional samble does not depend
on the presence or absence of direct structural coupling, but algcludes indirect coupling
through multiple neurons. From another point of view, functional ruronal ensembles repre-
sent groups of neurons, which play a speci c role in the informationrpcessing in the brain,
unlike structural neuronal ensemble composed of physically comted neurons. In addition,
functional neuronal ensembles vary depending on the brain statenxd experimental task.
Given this, various methods for inferring functional neuronal emesnbles have been proposed
for clarifying global structure of network. It can also be used folimiting the data to be
analyzed as preprocessing of local network structure inferef@&e#,(8,/9,/10]. Among these
methods, Bayesian inference model and Markov chain Monte CarlMCMC) method are
used in the previous study[11], whose improvement for faster ea@ngence to inference result
is also proposed[12]. As another topic, it has been suggested thabmeurons, which have
connections with many neurons and in uence them in neuronal netsk, are involved in the
e ciency of the information processing mechanism between neursr{13]. Thus, the infer-



ences of the functional neuronal ensemble centered on hub rang and network structure
inside and outside the ensemble are important not only as a prepreseg for inference of
local network structure but also for elucidating the global mechasm of brain functions.

As mentioned above, inference of functional neuronal ensembleaisommon goal in the
eld of neuroscience. However, the method based on Bayesian mefece needs a generative
model, where only binary expression of neuronal activity data is all@ed in the previous
study. Accordingly, it cannot be applied to activity data of continuais values such as uo-
rescence intensity by calcium imaging. It is possible to apply to contious value data after
binarization preprocessing. However it is desirable to directly analgzontinuous value data,
because part of the original information in activity data may be lost ¥ binarization. In
addition, Bayesian inference model in the previous study assuméat®narity in the activity
of each neuron, which means that the structure of functional meonal ensemble is assumed to
be unchanged under the measurement experiment. Therefordjem such inference method is
applied to highly non-stationary activity data with frequent change of brain states such as
sleep and wakefulness [14, ]15], the inference result may not beébktadue to the dependence
on initial condition in MCMC and the inference accuracy may worsen. dditionally. desta-
bilization of the result and degradation of accuracy are also due tatd clustering method
in the previous study.

For these reasons, we develop a generalized method in this studigicli does not depend
on the format of the input neuronal activity data and can be implemeted as a soft clustering
method. In our generative model, the variable representing the menal activity of each
neuron given as input is continuous, which can remove the limitation ofie applicable data
format. In addition, by expressing the assignment of neuron to samble as continuous-
valued weight vector rather than as categorical variable, we canxtend the hard clustering
model in the previous study to the one allowing soft clustering. Suaxtension allows us to
widen the range of variables representing neuronal activity in the aael and to generalize the
method. In other words, we can enhance the expressivity of geaittve model for neuronal
activity in Bayesian inference by wider range of variables, where exgssivity means the range
of the variables in the inference model in mathematical sense. Hiermore, we develop an
algorithm using MCMC for the generalized model.

For validity, we apply the proposed method to synthetic neuronal@ivity data generated
by leaky integrated-and- re model[16], which is known as a model okgerimental neuronal
activity. The synthetic data are generated assuming uoresceadntensity data, which are
continuous data obtained by calcium imaging for measuring activity adingle neuron in the
eld of neurophysiology. More precisely, uorescence intensity da are obtained through
electrical potential generated by leaky integrated-and- re moel, which has the parameters
such as the amount of uorescent protein in the cell and the chenatreaction coe cient.
Finally, we also discuss the application result of our proposed method

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Bayesian inference model

The notation of variables in this article is based on the previous work1]l The di erences
in the notation from the previous study due to the generalization othe model will be



brie y summarized in the text. Boldface is used to denote a vectorranatrix variable unless
otherwise speci ed. Additionally, subscript is used to denote eacHeenent in a vector or
matrix variable.

In our model, letN be the number of neuronsM be the number of time steps in activity
measurement, andA be the number of neuronal ensembles. The generative model in the
proposed Bayesian inference method is expressed using threéatdes: s is neuronal activity;
t is the weight of a neuron belonging to a neuronal ensemble; ahdis time-series activity
state of a neuronal ensemble. The variabkerepresenting neuronal activity is given as input.
Accordingly, the number of neuronsN and the number of time stepsM are determined
from the input. In the previous study and the proposed method,hte number of neuronal
ensembles is changed dynamically. Hence, inferences of ensembletsire and the number
of ensembles are performed simultaneously from given activity dat&herefore, the number
of neuronal ensembled\ is an estimator, which is a natural number between 1 ani for
hard clustering in the previous study. However, due to the exteim of the proposed method
to soft clustering, A may be larger than the number of neuron®, and the possible value
of A is in the whole natural number. In practice, the number of ensemlsdes expected to
be su ciently smaller than N if an appropriate ensemble structure is estimated, therefore
the proposed method provides an upper bound ol as a parameter. The estimation oA
will be described again in the description of the algorithm. Next, theubscriptsi, k, and
used in elementwise notation of each variable represent the labeltoé neuron, the label of
the time step, and the label of the neuronal ensemble, respectiveTherefore, each variable
represents the following.

~ sy neuronal activity of the ith neuron at the kth time step
" t; : membership weight of theith neuron to the th ensemble

" 1 : activity of the th ensemble at thekth time step

The ranges of variables and ! are limited as 0  sj 18i;k and 0 ! 18k; ,
respectively, to normalize the activity weights of each neuron ancheemble. The variable
ti = fty; ;tai g is one-hot representagon ot; 2 fO0;1g in the case of hard clustering,
while t; ranges from 0 to 1 and satis es A=1 ti =1 8i in the case of soft clustering. In
comparison with the model in the previous study, the input neural @ivity s and ensemble
activity ! are changed from 0-or-1 binary variables to continuous ones in thange [Q 1],
and the weightt of neurons is changed from categorical variables to continuoushved vector
variables. The range [Q1] for s and! is designed to normalize the amount of information
in the activity of each neuron or ensemble. In addition, the numberfe@nsembles initially
given in MCMC is used as the upper bound oA, which is denoted byA;,; in Table [1.
The estimation of the appropriate A and ensemble structure under given upper bound are
common both in the previous study and in this model. The detail of theariation in the
number of ensembles will be explained later in the algorithm part. Thepeci c changes in
variables are summarized in Tablgl1.

In addition to these variables, three parameters;p, and are introduced to each ensem-
ble in the generative model, whose meanings are described in the foitmy For each parame-
ter, Dirichlet or beta distribution is assumed as prior distribution to fcilitate marginalization
in Bayesian inference.



Table 1: Variables in the previous study and the proposed method

| what to describe | input/inferred ||  previous study | proposed method
S neuronal activity input sk 2f0;1g 0 s 1
t membership weight to be inferred ti 21 1; ;AQ 0 t; 1 A:1 ti =1
! ensemble activity to be inferred ly 210;1g 0 !y 1
N the number of neurons input N 2N N 2N
M the number of time steps input M 2N M 2N
A the number of ensembles | to be inferred 1 A N;(A2N) 1 A At (A2N)

n: anity parameter to a neuronal ensemble, following Dirichlet distribution
p: activity parameter of a neuronal ensemble, following beta distriltion

. synchrony parameter between the activities of a neuronal emskle and neurons
within the ensemble, following beta distribution

More precisely, two kinds of 's are introduced for synchrony; ; or o is the synchrony
when both of ensemble and neuron are active or inactive, respeetiv The distribution of
parameters in this model is expressed as follows.

P(n, maj 5 W) =opoir ;0 Y L (1)
=1
Ppj ®: ®) = Beta ®: ® ; p® 11 p © 1. 2)
P( 1] (1;); i;)) = Beta (1;); 5;) / 1;(1;) 1(1 1) 5;) 1; 3)
P(oj b §) = Beta &8 1 & 'a o)¥ @
Here ™ is the hyperparameter of the prior Dirichlet distribution on neuron asignment,
which represents the frequency of neuron assignment to eaclsemble. ® and ™ are the

hyperparameters of the prior beta distribution, which representhe frequency of ensemble
activity and inactivity, respectively. (1;) and L) are the hyperparameters of the prior
beta distribution, which represent the frequency of active and irdive neurons when the
belonging ensemble is active, respectively{(,;) and ((,;) are the hyperparameters of the prior
beta distribution, which represent the frequency of active and irdive neurons when the
belonging ensemble is inactive, respectively.

The likelihood is designed as follows to facilitate marginalization like the dign of prior

distribution.
! !

Y . Y
P(t,| ,sjn,p, ) / n,_() p,_(P)(l p )~(P)
= - ! !
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where

X

~(n) — ti; (6)
i=1

~P = P s (7)
k=1
X

® o=@ ) ®)
k=1

0) b X

~1: = ! K ti Si; (9)
k=1 i=1
X

"i) = | K ti (1 Sik) ; (10)
k=1 i=1

0) X X

~ = T 'x) o tisi; (11)
k=1 i=1
b

=@ ) t@ s (12)
k=1 i=1

The meanings of these quantities are the same as the hyperparaeng, which have already
been de ned without tildes. Note that they are de ned by the varidlest;! , and s. For
inference, we need the joint distribution ot;! , and s under given hyperparameters. In the
previous study, the above likelihood was expressed in the form ofdtrecker delta, since;! ,
and s take discrete values. The correspondence between the variableshe previous study
and ours is shown in Tablé12. As can be seen from the table, the likeliltbm this model is
the generalization to continuous variables, which also includes binaand categorical cases.
By product rule in Bayesian statistics and marginalization of the pamaetersn;p; , the
following expression is obtained,

B(t! s @ ® @ (1 (O O 0)

dndpd P(t;! ;sin;p; j ™ @ @ 00 L)
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n (o]
(), () n o
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Table 2. Parameters in the likelihood: The second column from the lg& for corresponding
hyperparameter without tilde, namely what distribution the hyperparameter describes and
the meaning of hyperparameter as mentioned in the text.

distribution and meaning previous study proposed method
of hyperparameter
~m Dirichlet, N TNt
assignment of neuron P P
M M
~(P) beta, k=1 1!k k=1 'k
for ensemble activity
~ beta P ; P 1
' k=1 0!k k=1 * k
for ensemble inactivity
() beta Pwm Py . P | N t g
1; ) k=1 Lk izt ot Lisi k=1 - k i=1 i =ik
active neurons
under active ensemble
~) beta P u o P . Pw_ PNt‘(l si )
1; ) ) , k=1 1!k i=1 ot Osi k=1 'k ji=1 Li ik
inactive neurons
under active ensemble P P P
() M N M N s
~0: beta, k=1 O g izt it Lisi k=1 1 'k i=1 ti Sik
active neurons
under inactive ensemble
~) P P Py N
0; beta, k=1 0! g i=1 it Osi k=1 1 'k iz ti (1 sik)
inactive neurons
under inactive ensemble

B a0 Ox g el

where B (X1; X) is beta function andB(x1;  Xa) is multivariate beta function represented
as

(X1) (x2).

B(X1;Xp) = T %) (14)
B . . — A=1 (X ) .
(le IXA) - P A y y (15)
-1

with  (x) being gamma function. For inference of the structure of the fumional neuronal
ensemble and activity of the ensemble, namely inferencetadnd! , the marginalized expres-
sion (I3) is used for improvement of inference accuracy and retian of computational cost.
In more detail, Dirichlet and beta distributions are chosen as the cqugate prior both in the
previous study and in our model so that the forms of the prior andgsterior distributions are
the same. In addition, the form of prior distribution is designed to mmain unchanged after
update of the hyperparameters. Such design enables us to int#grout the parametersn; p,
and analytically as in Eq (I3), which yields probability model expressed onlyy hyperpa-
rameters. Consequently, computational cost and estimation @ can be reduced, because
the parametersn;p and can be eliminated by analytical integration, and accordingly the
numerical integration of these parameters is not necessary in thderence.

To summarize, we compare the two models: the model in the previostidy and ours.
In our model, the variable range of neuronal state is extended bhé continuouss and! ,
which leads to more detailed representation of the similarity betweeactivities of neurons
and ensemble. Membership weight is generalized to continuous-valued vector variable
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for expressing the certainty of membership assignment to targensemble. By changing
t to continuous-valued, our generative model allows soft clusteririgr expressing overlap in
membership assignment, and accordingly multiple roles of neuronsncalso be expressed.
Moreover, the likelihood in the previous study is generalized to imprevthe expressivity of
the model. Consequently, our model is very e ective not only for ationary activity data
with the xed functional role of neuron but also for the data underthe experiment of low
reproducibility, the data of non-stationary activity, or the data with multiple functional roles
for each neuron. In conjunction with the change in variables and likkood, the MCMC
algorithm in the previous study is also changed for estimation of cantious variables. The
changes in the algorithm are described in the following subsection.

2.2 MCMC and Dirichlet process

In our method, the structure of the neuronal ensemble and actty of ensemble are inferred
from the solution of posterior maximization by applying MCMC method b Eq (13) similarly
to the previous study [11]. In addition, the number of neuronal eembles is dynamically
changed by Dirichlet process in MCMC. Dirichlet process is a stochastprocess that can
generate arbitrary discrete distributions, and the probability of ach event is determined by
concentration parameter[[17]. For speeding up the inference by NMC, parallel computation
using synchronous update is implemented.

The variables to be inferred are¢ and! in our model, and the variable updates fot
and! are performed alternately until convergence in MCMC. The ow of &riable update is
summarized as follows.

1. Ensemble activity! is updated according to Dirichlet process of order two (or beta
process) and Metropolis-Hastings method in MCMC.

2. Value of membership weight is updated according to Dirichlet process and Metropolis-
Hastings method in MCMC.

3. Hyperparameters are updated using updateld and t by the processes 1 and 2.

The update rule of membership weight; = fty;;:::;tai g is explained in the following,
which diers from the previous study due to the change of the gerstive model. Other
variables are updated in the same manner as in the previous study.

In our model, the elgnent of membership weight; is a continuous variable satisfying
normalization condition -, ti = 1. Hence, for update of membership weight;, all el-
ements int; must be updated unlike Dirichlet process for one-hot representah of t; in
the previous study. Lett? be the original membership weight of neurom before update
and t; be the proposed membership weight for update, which may or maytriwe accepted
by Metropolis-Hastings method. Here we de neoncentration ensemblés; for neuroni in
each iteration of MCMC. The values in elements of the proposed mestiship weightst; will
concentrate on the ensembl&,; by Dirichlet process with transition parameter ). More
precisely, in Dirichlet process the concentration ensemb(®; is determined rst, next the
weight tg ; is increased by ) and the weights of other ensembles remain unchanged, then
nally all elements of the proposed weight are normalized so as to skt the condition of



probability. In the case of hard clustering as in the previous studyguch normalization is not
necessary because of one-hot representation of the weight.

The concentration ensemblés; is determined according to the transition probability in
Dirichlet process as in the following EqQ{16). The probability for the aocentration ensemble
G, is proportional to the size of the ensembl&, , that is, the sum of the proposed weights
of the neurons belonging to the ensembl®; [17,/18].
P o

j=1ij6i "G;j ,

Q(Gijtgi): N 1 (16)

includes the increase of the weights ; and the normalization.
8

t9 -
3 1+ O if 6 G;;
i = 8 tol + (1) ‘
B FSOR if =G;:

(17)

Conversely, to satisfy the detailed balance condition in MCMC, the werse process for the
determination of concentration ensemble must be considered. Theobability of concentra-
tion ensemble before update, denoted I§?, is expressed by Eq(18) under given membership
weight after update, namelyt; .

. _ j=1:ji6i "GYj
Q(Gljtn) = N 1 (18)
where backslash means removal of specic elemetft, = ft2;:::;t2 ;;t2,;:::5t 0

Here we should comment on the di erence in the inference of membkip weightt be-
tween the previous study and our model for later convenience. the previous study, the
membership weight is a categorical variable, therefore the concentration ensemlte is not
necessary in determining the transition destination, and the trantson probability to each
ensemble is de ned in proportion to the size of ensemble. Since thenay be a transition to
a new ensemble according to Dirichlet process, the cases of trainsis to an existing ensem-
ble and to new ensemble should be described separately. Hence, i pinevious study, the
transition probabilities under the weightt in one-hot representation are given as follows.

8 Py
0
3 j=1;j6i i i A
Q; =1jty)= o N 1% e (19)
new .
T if = A+1;
N 1+ new

where ey represents concentration parameter in Dirichlet process, and tar value of ey
results in largerA. In our model, ey is set to O because there is no upper bound fArdue
to soft clustering.

We go back to the description of our model. The ratio of probabilitieof the concentration
ensembless; ; G, is given by
N

Q(Giojto') i=1:j6i tGin
ni/ _ jN i6i . (20)

QG "N, ate

T O
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The derived probabilities ratio is represented by the ratio of the eesble sizes. Remember
that t; is the proposed membership weight, and for acceptance of the posed weight it is
necessary to calculate the acceptance rate in Metropolis-Hastingnethod. The acceptance
rate of the proposed weight; under the original weightt? is given as

P(t;;t%;! s)Q(Gintgi)!

at:td =min 1, W : ; (21)
! ! P(toy' ,S) Q(G|th|)
where hyperparameters irP are omitted and
i+0
B - D0
NSRRI (G
Qa () _O). Oy ~O) )y O () gy ~O)
2B Tty T B o e ol et
Ua . .
:1B SL;)+~§_;): i;)+ ~§.;) B E);)+~E);)r C();)+ ’\é;) =10
P'Nl'S'tOGO'
p 7181 Gl
N to ' (22)
=161 'Gjj

For the determination of the transition destination of! , it is not chosen probabilistically
but always an inverted value of the current activity state, becaws! is a binary variable
taking O or 1. Furthermore, since the value of after the transition is also binary, no special
change is required after transition. In contrast! takes continuous value in this method,
therefore it is necessary to change a decision rule for the transitidestination. In addition,
for normalization, it is necessary to consider how to change the velwf! after determining
the transition destination.

Based on the fact that beta distribution is a special case of Dirichlatistribution, namely
Dirichlet distribution of order two, we design the decision rule for théransition destination of
I and its value after the transition by considering the di erence of ugate rule ont between
the previous study and ours. Here we give the constraint that theumber of dimensions does
not increase, as fot in the previous study in Eq [19). As a result, the transition destinabn
is determined in proportion to the sum of the current activity valueswith the value of the
concentration parameter being set to 0.

8 Py 0
0 3 71 it G, =1:
G, j!*: = 23
QG 'nk) § I—1I6k !Io . )
_M 1 if G, =0:

For the value of! after the transition, normalization is applied so that the sum of the etivity
values is 1. Here the transition parameter ™) is introduced as in the case of in Eq ([I8),
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and the activity value of transition destination is increased by ™),

0 4+ )
5 ; — if G =1;
e = 3 19 (24)
m if Gk =0:

Finally, acceptance rate is expressed by the formula in EQ{25).
|

. P(t;!, ;1 9.,:8) QG2 0 )
.1 0 _ . ) )
alhicstic) = min B s G, 1 0,

(25)

Once the variables are updated, the hyperparameters are alsodaped using updated
I and t. The hyperparameters to be updated are ™ which is related to membership of
neuron, ®; ® which are related to ensemble act|V|ty and § 1 ; i), é), 0 , which are
related to synchrony between activities of ensemble and neuron$he update rules of the

hyperparameters are given as follows,

A = () 4 (). (26)
NONEEN OSSO (27)
A= 4~ (28)
AD = OO (29)
"= Oy 41>, (30)
)= ) @
{HERNIE ¢ @2

where the symbols with tilde are updated hyperparameters.

3 Results

We conduct numerical experiment for the e ectiveness and the ldity of the proposed
method by applying to continuous value data. For experiment, syhetic neuronal activity
data is generated by leaky integrated-and- re model, which is knawas a model of experi-
mental neuronal activity. Fluorescence intensity data is generedl from electrical potential
data in this model, where the experimental calcium imaging method ismsidered. We should
compare the result of our experiment with the previous study, haver application of the in-
ference method in the previous study is limited to binary data. Thefere, when applying the
two methods to synthetic continuous value data, raw continuousata is used in the proposed
method and the binarized one is used in the method of the previousudy. Binarization is
performed using Peak nd function in MATLAB, where local maximum @ time-series signal
is regarded as spike. More precisely, Peak nd function can nd lotanaximum value of a
sample point in a data series, which is larger than the values of two adent samples and
considered as a local peak. For the detail of Peak nd function, es¢he reference of MATLAB.
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Algorithm 1 MCMC algorithm
initialize t;! according to uniform distribution
hyperparameters are set to the given initial values
for execute until convergence df;! do
for each ensemble 2f 1;Ag, k 2 f 1, Mg (in parallel if possible)do
draw G, by Eq (23)
calculate! , by Eq (24)
calculate acceptance rate by EJ_(25)
end for
for each ensemble 2f 1;Aqg, k 2 f 1; M g (updating synchronously)do
Update the value of! synchronously according to the computed acceptance rate
end for
for each neuroni 2 f 1;Ng (in parallel if possible)do
draw G; by Eq (16)
for each ensemble 2 f 1; Ag do
calculatet by Eq (17)
end for
calculate acceptance rate by EJ(21)
end for
for each neuroni 2 f 1; Ng (updating synchronously)do

rate
end for
update hyperparameter values using updated andt by following Egs (26)-[32)
end for

12



3.1 Leaky integrated-and- re model

The synthetic activity data for validation of the proposed method Bould be generated under
consideration of experimental uorescence intensity obtained bgalcium imaging. In cal-
cium imaging, uorescent protein, which binds to calcium ions and emitight, is arti cially
expressed in neurons and its activity is observed as light intensity.ltAough there is a chem-
ical nonlinear relation between neuronal activity and uorescencmtensity, which depends
on calcium ion concentration and the type of uorescent protein, uorescence intensity is
generated by treating such nonlinearity as parameters in general.

Table 3: Variables and parameters in leaky integrated-and- re maa
Time constant of theith neuron
Static membrane potential for theith neuron

i Magnitude of noise for theith neuron
i(t Noise term of theith neuron (white standard Gaussian noise)
Ri Membrane resistance of théth neuron

Vi(th) Firing threshold for the ith neuron

(m)
V. I(rest)
i

_(noise)

V@ || Action potential of the ith neuron
Vi(""t) Threshold of membrane potential for thath neuron
t Time
dt Time interval
Vit Membrane potential of theith neuron at time t
IiEChem) Input current through chemical synaptic junction to theith neuron at time t
| (9ap)

it Input current through gap junction to the ith neuron at time t
it Input current by external stimulus to the ith neuron at time t

In our study, leaky integrated-and- re model is used to generatthe synthetic data. This
model is a mathematical one for representing time series data onretellular membrane
electrical potentials, which is the basis for generating uorescemdntensity data. In this
model, the relation among the sum of the in ow currents from otheneurons via synaptic and
gap junctions, the external stimulus currents, and the time varigon of membrane potential
are expressed as di erential equations, where a noise term is addes in Eq (33).

8
> i(m)dstit = (W rYi(rest)) | | i
+Ri(l iEC em) . IiEgap) + IiEsnm) )+ (noise) (t) if Vg < Vi(t ) : (33)

Vi = VO Vg = ™ it e v

>

where each variable in the equation represents the element in Table 3
The input currents via synaptic and gap junctions are determinedybsetting the chemical
synaptic junction weight Wi(fhem , Which is given by the logistic function of the transmission

characteristics between neurons, and the gap junction Weigm(jgap) as a constant resistance,

(chem)
I_((:hem) — X Wij i (34)
it (V]t v/ (half) ) !
i=1 1+exp v W)
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(9ap) X (9ap)
Lt = wi (Ve Vi); (35)
j=1

whereV M) and v Wdh) in the equation represent the position of half value and half width of
the logistic function, respectively. For synaptic connections, thsign ofwi(j"hem) is positive for
excitatory and negative for inhibitory connection, respectively. fie model expressed by the
above equations is implemented by Euler-Maruyama method to geag time series signals
representing membrane potentials.

Next, the model for converting the generated time series of menalme potential to the
one of uorescence intensity is described. The time variation of uescence intensity in the
calcium imaging is given as the following di erential equation including rgmnse time until
the change in membrane potential is expressed as light,

dF C 2+
=1 Fa (36)
dt
where i(F) is the time constant of the uorescent protein,xi(fa2+) is the intracellular calcium

ion concentration of theith neuron at time t, and F;; is the uorescence intensity of theth
neuron at timet. The relation between calcium ion concentration and uorescencet@msity
is expressed by sigmoid-like function, which is called Hill's equation as

g X g (Ca?*)
2+ (max) Xit 9 . if X a O,
fit = f(xl(tca )) = fK(D)g“+fxi(lca2 )gh it 2 (37)
-0 it x(%) <o

whereF M) s the maximum of uorescence intensityK (°) and h are parameters for control-
ling the shape of sigmoid-like function. In generating the data, theskation between calcium
ion concentration and membrane potential is simpli ed in our work. Nenely, we assume that
calcium ion concentration is directly proportional to membrane potdial as xi(tca2+) [V,
which leads to the di erential equation for uorescence intensity inthe following form,

® dF
'oodt

There is no restriction on the parameter values of the above modeind the units of the
variables are arbitrary. In applying the proposed method to the gerated synthetic data
practically, the uorescence intensity data is rescaled t6; as follows, whose value is in the
range [Q1].

=f (Vi) Fa: (38)

fii  ming ¢ mfi
fi = . ; 39
& max, « m fie  mMing ¢ m fie (39)

3.2 Generation of synthetic data

In the experiment, we generate synthetic data wittN = 100; M = 2000; A = 8, and with
ensemble structure of £ Eg. The ensemble sizes are not uniform in the data; two ensembles
E, and Es have 20 neurons and others have 10 neurons.
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Table 4: Values of parameters in leaky integrated-and- re model: e unit of each quantity
can be chosen auxiliary in this numerical experiment. In practical gication, the unit can

be chosen appropriately to match the experimental condition.
parameter | value | parameter | value

™ (E; Ea) | 005 | wf™™™ (excitatory) | 0:08
M (Es Eg) | 01 | wi™ (inhibitory) | 0:08
Vi (rest) 0 Wi(jgap) 0:3
i(noise) 0:2 y (half) 0:3
Ri 1 V(Width) 01
v, 0:2 [ (max) 5
VA 1 K ©) 0:3
Vi(init) 0 h 3
e 0:3 ® 01

Table 5: Probability of connections between ensembles
type of connection between neurons belonging to given ensemdqurobability

synaptic connections between neurons in the same ensemble 05
excitatory synaptic connection across ensembles; E E, 05
inhibitory synaptic connection across ensembles:;E E; 05
excitatory synaptic connection across ensemblesg E Es 0:5
inhibitory synaptic connection across ensembles:;E Es 0:5

gap junction between neurons in the same ensemble 0:8

The parameters in leaky integrated-and- re model are set to camon values to neurons as
in Table[d. Neurons in the ensembles,E E, respond faster than the onesinE& Eg because
the time constant i(m) is smaller. Between ensembles, excitatory synaptic connection® ar
given in the ensemble pairs, E! E,and Es! Es. Similarly, inhibitory synaptic connections
are given in the pairs ! Ez and E; ! Es. There is no synaptic connection between
ensembles other than the above-mentioned pairs. In addition, ebatory synaptic connections
and symmetric gap junctions are given between neurons in the saemsemble. The coupling
probabilities are given in Tableb. As a result, we obtain the connectiamatrices of chemical
synaptic connection and gap junction between neurons as shownHig [I.

The reason for introducing disconnected ensembleg Bnd Eg is as follows. Since the
result of ensemble inference depends only on activity, it cannot dgpae network behind
them. Therefore, the ensembles showing the same activity canrim¢ separated even if the
background connection is di erent. To demonstrate this, we haverepared disconnected
ensembles. In addition, for investigating the basic properties of ¢hproposed method, we use
relatively simple network structure in this experiment.
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Figure 2: The signals in leaky integrated-and- re model: In each g, the alphabet and the
number in the identi er represent the information of the signal andthe input, respectively.
The details are as follows. A: Membrane potential/;. B: Fluorescence intensityf;. C:
Normalized uorescence intensityfj;. 1: ldentical and stationary input. 2: Identical and
non-stationary input. 3: Di erent and non-stationary input.
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Figure 3. The structure of the neuronal network and the input sigals used in the experiment:
X: Ensemble structure. 1: Identical and stationary input curreh 2: Identical and non-
stationary input current. 3: Di erent and non-stationary input current.
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Figure 4: Synthetic activity data to be analyzed: The gures Al, A2 and A3 describing
normalized uorescence intensityfj; without binarization are the same ones as C1, C2, and
C3in Fig[2, respectively. The conditions in leaky integrated-and- renodel are summarized
as follows. Al: Stationary activity data under the same stationaryinput current to all
neurons. A2: Non-stationary activity data under the same nontgtionary input current to
all neurons. A3: Non-stationary activity data under di erent non-stationary input currents
to each ensemble. The gures B1, B2, B3 are binarized data of A12AA3, respectively.

Table 6: Conditions of numerical inference by MCMC

parameter for inference | previous study | proposed method
number of initial ensembles:A it 50 16
number of trials: rmay 10 10
number of updates in MCMC: ax 1000 1000
concentration parameter: ® none f0:1;0:3;0:5; 0:8g
concentration parameter: ) none 1000

For investigating stationary and non-stationary activities, we geerate activity data with
constant and time-varying input currents. Speci cally, we geneta three time series data,
which are shown in Fig 2: the data under the same and stationary inpaurrent to all neurons
as in Fig[3-1, the data under the same and non-stationary input ctent to all neurons as in
Fig[3-2, and data under di erent non-stationary input current to each ensemble as in Fig 3-3.
The non-stationary input currents are the same in the ensemblesips of f E;; Esg, f E»; EeQ,
fEs; E7g, andf E4; Egg. As seen in Fig 2, the activities are similar for neurons in the ensemble
pair with the same pattern of input currents. The membrane potearal Vi, generated by these
conditions is shown in A, the uorescence intensity; in B, and the rescaled uorescence
intensity 3 in C.

The gures Al, A2, and A3 in Fig[4 show activity data generated by leley integrated-and-
re model with the parameters in Tables’4 and’b. In contrast, B1, B, and B3 are the data
after binarization using Peak nd function, respectively. In B1, B2 and B3, the activities
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in the same ensemble are also similar in Al, A2, and A3, therefore wensider there is
no problem in data preprocessing by binarization. Furthermore, itan be observed that the
activities of neurons in downstream ensembles of connections, reyre,; Es; Es in our setting,

tend to be disturbed by the neurons in upstream ensembles,;Eg; E;. More precisely,
neurons downstream tend to be disrupted in their synchronizatiowith other neurons in the
same ensemble due to the activity of neurons upstream, as can keersin Al, A2, and A3 in
Fig 4.

3.3 Results of the application

We apply the two methods to synthetic data; our proposed methoahd the one in the previous
study[11]. For performance evaluation of ensemble inference, theerage of multiple trials
with di erent initial conditions is taken, because the dependence dfICMC result on initial
condition should be removed as much as possible. In the method oétprevious study, the
number of initial ensembles is set to half the number of neurons acoemended, which is to
avoid convergence to an inappropriate local solution. Other condins are the same between
the two methods. The detailed conditions of the experiment are sunarized in Table[6. In
applying the two method in the previous study and ours, the paranters in the table are
used regardless of the stationarity of the data.

For the behavior by multiple trials, we observe how often each neurds classi ed into
the same ensemble, for which we de ne the similarity matri¥ . The element ofF represents
the similarity of activities between neurons, which re ects ensemblstruclg,Jre a}fpraged over
multiple trials. Element of the similarity matrix is expressed asF; = [ Ant ¢ th,
wherer is the label of trial with initial condition being changed.

As can be observed by comparing gures in rows A, B, C, and D in FIg The ensemble
structure is changed by the value of the transition parameter®. For example, when focusing
on neuronsi =1 30 in E; and E,, the coarse-grained large ensemble structure is obtained
under small ® as in A in Fig[H, where the original two ensembles;Eand E, are merged.
In contrast, detailed ensemble structure is obtained under large? as in D in Fig[3, where
E: and E, are separated. Furthermore, in the proposed method we obserthe groups
of neurons in di erent original ensembles, for example the neurons the ensemble pair
f E3; E7g or another pair f E4; Egg, are classi ed into the merged ensemble, although there is
no structural connection between these original ensembles. Theurons in such ensemble
pair have similar neuronal activity as in Fig’4, because the same eldactcurrent is provided
as the input into the ensemble pair and the activity is not easily a ecté by the input due
to the structure of connection between ensembles. In the progexl method, the inference
of ensemble structure is based only on synchrony of neuronal iaity. Thus, even if there
is no structural connection, these neurons with similar activity arelassi ed into the same
ensemble as a consequence.

In contrast, when the method in the previous study is applied to thactivity data after
binarization, only the course-grained ensemble structure can beuhd as in Fig[®. It is
di cult to discriminate ensembles with similar activity by this method, because this method
can only be used as hard clustering and does not have extra paraengo control hard/soft
clustering like transition parameter in the proposed method.
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4 Discussion

In the proposed method, when the activity values are similar for alleurons as in Al in Fig
[, the di erences in time constants are re ected in the results as eourse-grained structure,
and the relation and structure between ensembles are re ected more detail as we switch
our method toward hard clustering (or large ) as in Fig[3. Due to di erences in activity
caused by di erences in information ow between ensembles as in A2 kg [, hierarchical
structure is con rmed for the ensemble group$ E3, E4g and f E6, E7, E8¢g, which have
similar activity values in each group, as we switch closer to hard clusieg. On the other
hand, the ensembles in the groups df E3, E6 g and f E4, E7, E8 g cannot be separated
with each other, where the activation timings of neurons match in €a group.
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Figure 5: Heat map ofF by the proposed method to stationary and non-stationary activies:
In each gure, the alphabet and the number in the identi er represnt the information of
transition parameter ® and the input signal, respectively. The details are as follows. A:

M =0:1.B: ®=0:3.C: ®=0:5 D: ®=0:8. 1: Identical and stationary input. 2:
Identical and non-stationary input. 3: Di erent and non-stationary input.
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While the method in the previous study can estimate course-graineshsemble structure
regardless of presence or absence of temporal features relateactivity, it cannot nd the
hierarchical ensemble structure con rmed by the proposed matkd from the results in Al,
A2, and A3 in Fig 6. Another feature is that presence or absence stationarity has little
in uence on the results by the method in the previous study. This mabe due to the fact
that the membership weightt cannot represent changes of the feature in the activity because
of hard clustering, and estimation is performed only using the timevaraged activity.

Both of the generative models in the previous study and ours deteine ensembles based
on the temporal synchrony of activity. Therefore, in principle, tle timing of activation must
coincide perfectly to be considered as synchronous activity in bothodels. Nevertheless,
our method has the advantage for ensemble inference. There apstream and downstream
transmissions of information through connections. The downs@en neurons are activated
later than upstream, and there is always a time gap even in the actiyitof synchronous
neurons. In the case of binary data, it is di cult to nd synchronization in the presence of
time gap. In contrast, in the case of continuous values, the actiyitvalue before and after the
maximum can also be used to identify ensembles. Therefore, the rebdllowing continuous
activity can determine synchronization more appropriately than te binary model. We guess
that this is the reason that the ensemble structure in Fig 6 by the mkod in the previous
study becomes always similar regardless of the feature of extdrimgout.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we extended the inference model for functional neonal ensemble to be ap-
plicable regardless of data format and stationarity. The purposef the proposed method is
to classify neurons into the ensembles by using large-scale activitgtd acquired by exper-
imental method such as calcium imaging. For that reason, no resttien on the format of
the activity or no assumption of stationarity due to physiological eperimental conditions
is desirable. Therefore, the proposed method without restrictioan format or stationarity
assumption will function e ectively and can be widely used as a methoaf data preprocess-
ing. By the application of the proposed method to the same synthetdata multiple times,
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we con rmed that it converges to a reasonable and su ciently stake solution, although the
proposed method has dependence on initial condition due to MCMCn kddition, by the
comparison of the proposed method with the one in the previous sty we believe that
our proposed method is more useful to obtain the ensemble struot and the relationship
between ensembles by adjusting the transition parameter®,

The inference method for functional neuronal ensembles in ouwsiy or in the previous
study can be considered as preprocessing for clarifying functibm&twork structure between
neurons, whose experimental size is recently increasing [11]. There, network structure
inference with the aid of information of functional neuronal ensdofe is a future topic of
our study. As existing methods of network inference, the methodsing spin-glass model,
which is to describe the ordered states of magnetic materials with impties in the eld of
statistical physics [3, 4, 5], and the method of graph analysis for aphical representation
of similarity between neurons [19, 20, 21] are known for example. Wiver, stationarity
of network structure is assumed in many network inference mettls. In addition, input
neuronal activity is often limited to binary in these methods, and thg cannot be applied
to continuous value data such as uorescence intensity by calcium @ging. Therefore, they
are not su cient as models to express functional connections b&een neurons with non-
stationarity. For the use of our proposed method as preproc&sg of network inference, the
rst issue to be considered is to generalize the network inferenceethod without restriction
of data format or stationarity assumption of input activity.
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